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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
ANTHONY JOSEPH E. ALCALA,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
____________________________________)

NO. 48215-2020
ADA COUNTY
NO. CR01-19-14986

APPELLANT’S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Anthony Alcala was convicted of one count of voluntary manslaughter and two counts of
aggravated battery, and was sentenced with a weapons enhancement to an aggregate unified term
of 50 years, with 20 years fixed. He appeals from the district court’s denial of his Idaho Criminal
Rule 35 motion, challenging his sentence as an abuse of discretion. Mr. Alcala deeply regrets his
actions, and knows he will never bring back the life of the woman he killed. However, he
contends his sentence is excessive considering the mitigating factors in this case—most
significantly, his young age, his complete lack of criminal history, and the fact that his actions
stemmed from a mutual altercation in which he was attempting to defend his girlfriend.
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Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings
As described by the prosecutor, “[Mr. Alcala] fired a single shot at a person that was at
the time engaged in a fistfight essentially with [his girlfriend],” and did not realize he had killed
her. (Tr., p.16, Ls.18-22.) Mr. Alcala also fired shots at two other people, thankfully not killing
them. (Tr., p.5, Ls.10-16.) The fated incident began after Mr. Alcala,

at the time,

took his girlfriend to what everyone understood would be a fistfight. (Conf. Exs., pp.531, 548.)
But one person brought a crowbar and, for whatever reason, Mr. Alcala brought a gun. (Conf.
Exs., pp.533-34, 554.) Though he had never before been charged with or convicted of a crime,
Mr. Alcala fired shots after seeing the crowbar, fearing for his girlfriend’s safety. (Conf. Exs.,
pp.12, 49, 57.)
Following a preliminary hearing, Mr. Alcala was charged by Information with one count
of second degree murder (Brianna Martinez) and two counts of aggravated battery (Natalie
Martinez and Sonny Heidenreich), all with a deadly weapon enhancement. (R., pp.41-42.)
Mr. Alcala pled guilty to an amended charge of voluntary manslaughter, and to the two counts of
aggravated battery as originally charged. (R., pp.54-67.)
The district court sentenced Mr. Alcala for voluntary manslaughter to a unified term of
30 years, with 10 years fixed. (Tr., p.32, Ls.7-17; p.37, L.17 – p.38, L.1.) For the two counts of
aggravated battery, the district court sentenced Mr. Alcala to two unified terms of 10 years, with
5 years fixed, and ordered all of the sentences to be served consecutively. (Id.) Following entry
of the judgment of conviction, Mr. Alcala filed a motion pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 for
a reduction of sentence, asking the district court to reduce the fixed portion of his sentence by 5
years. (R., pp.81-83.) The district court denied Mr. Alcala’s Rule 35 motion on July 21, 2020.
(R., pp.86-90.) Mr. Alcala filed a timely notice of appeal on July 31, 2020. (R., pp.115-17.)
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ISSUE
Whether the district court abused its discretion when it sentenced Mr. Alcala, a young man with
no prior criminal history, to an aggregate unified term of 50 years, with 20 years fixed, based on
a single incident stemming from a planned mutual altercation.

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Sentenced Mr. Alcala To An Aggregate
Unified Term Of 50 Years, With 20 Years Fixed
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that where, as here, a district court imposes a sentence
within statutory limits, the appellant “has the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on
the part of the court imposing the sentence.” State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294 (1997)
(quotation marks and citation omitted). In order to succeed on appeal under this standard, an
appellant “must establish that, under any reasonable view of the facts, the sentence was excessive
considering the objectives of criminal punishment,” which are deterrence, the possibility of
rehabilitation, punishment or retribution for wrongdoing, and the protection of society. State v.
Varie, 135 Idaho 848, 856 (2001) (citation omitted). Mr. Alcala can make the necessary
showing, as his aggregate sentence was excessive considering these four objectives in light of the
circumstances of this case.
Mr. Alcala’s aggregate sentence cannot be justified by the first objective of criminal
punishment, which is deterrence of the individual and the public generally. See Varie, 135 Idaho
at 856. Mr. Alcala fired shots during the course of a planned fistfight between his girlfriend and
Natalie Martinez. (Conf. Exs., pp.531, 548.) He should not have brought a gun, and should not
have used that gun, but appears to have acted in defense of his girlfriend. (Conf. Exs., pp.12, 49,
57.) Mr. Alcala recognizes a term of incarceration is warranted, but he does not need to be
incarcerated for up to 50 years in order to be deterred from committing a similar crime in the
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future. Nor is such a lengthy term of incarceration necessary to deter the public generally. It
appears that everyone involved in the fistfight (participants and spectators alike) had used drugs
earlier in the day, and was struggling to varying degrees with substance abuse. (Conf. Exs.,
pp.12, 542, 546). Substance abuse treatment may well have deterred Mr. Alcala, and could likely
deter those presented with similar opportunities for violence.
Mr. Alcala’s aggregate sentence cannot be justified by the second objective of criminal
punishment, which is the possibility of rehabilitation. See Varie, 135 Idaho at 856. It is not clear
what rehabilitation Mr. Alcala needs apart from substance abuse treatment and possibly mental
health treatment. (There is some indication Mr. Alcala’s mental health issues stem from his drug
use.) (Conf. Exs., p.157.) Mr. Alcala expressed hope at sentencing that he will become a better
person in prison so that he “will never make another mistake again.” (Tr., p.31, Ls.15-17.) He
has a history of suicidal ideation, and suffered a traumatic childhood, but is so young, and has his
entire adult life ahead of him. (Conf. Exs., pp.122-28.) Mr. Alcala’s family submitted letters to
the district court expressing their love and support for Mr. Alcala and requesting leniency at
sentencing. (Conf. Exs., pp.108-22.) Mr. Alcala does need to be rehabilitated, but not over the
course of up to 50 years.
Mr. Alcala’s aggregate sentence also cannot be justified by the third objective of criminal
punishment, which is punishment or retribution for wrongdoing. See Varie, 135 Idaho at 856.
Mr. Alcala accepted responsibility for his actions very early on in this case, and apologized to his
victims at sentencing. He said, “I’d like to apologize to my victims, my victims’ family and
friends and everyone that this situation affected. It was never my intention for anyone to get hurt;
let alone die. And if I could bring Brianna back to life in exchange for my own life, I would
without any hesitation.” (Tr., p.31, Ls.7-12.) Mr. Alcala did not attempt to explain or justify his
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actions, and understood that he “need[s] to be punished for what [he] did.” (Tr., p.31, Ls.13-15.)
He asked for forgiveness, and said, “I regret what I did every day I wake up and go to sleep and I
hope everyone can see in their hearts that I mean it when I say that I’m sorry and none of this
should have happened.” (Tr., p.31, Ls.17-25.) Mr. Alcala knows he cannot bring back Brianna’s
life, and understands how her loss affects, and will continue to affect, all of those who loved her.
But he does not need to be incarcerated for up to 50 years as punishment for his actions on one
night, when he was attempting (albeit, imperfectly) to defend his girlfriend.
Finally, Mr. Alcala’s aggregate sentence cannot be justified by the fourth objective of
criminal punishment, which is the protection of society. See Varie, 135 Idaho at 856. Mr. Alcala
had, prior to this case, never been charged with or convicted of a crime. (Conf. Exs., p.49.) He
grew up in what he described as “a bad crack house,” with both of his parents having felony drug
convictions. (Conf. Exs., pp.14, 51.) He began using drugs—lots of drugs—at a young age,
suffered sexual abuse as a child, and dropped out of high school. (Conf. Exs., pp.14, 17.) But he
is by no means beyond hope. The psychologist who examined Mr. Alcala determined he presents
only a moderate risk to reoffend, and recommended that he receive counseling and support for
sober living. (Conf. Exs., pp.76-77.) The psychologist determined Mr. Alcala is likely to improve
with treatment. (Conf. Exs., p.78.) Mr. Alcala knows he needs to be in prison, but takes issue
with the length of his sentence. (See R., pp.81-83.) He will not present a danger to society once
he matures, if given the tools to overcome his substance abuse and to see a true path ahead.
Considering the substantial mitigating factors that exist in this case, the district court
abused its discretion when it sentenced Mr. Alcala to an aggregate unified term of 50 years, with
20 years fixed, and this term should be reduced.
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CONCLUSION
Mr. Alcala respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that this Court vacate his sentence and remand this case to
the district court for a new sentencing hearing.
DATED this 16th day of April, 2021.
/s/ Andrea W. Reynolds
ANDREA W. REYNOLDS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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